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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an applicaUt)n lor patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application tiled in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Matsui et al. 
(Hereafter, Matsui) U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0019817. 

Re claim 1, Matsui discloses a method for validating users of communications services 
(e.g. Figure 3), comprising: generating records for communications service users by at least one 
service provider, said records store information relating to said communications service users 
including: legal liability information (e.g. user information); an originator type code (e.g. user 
code or user account information); and a validation code (e.g. password) assigned to selected 
originator tjqje codes, said validation code operable for facilitating validation of said 
communications service users (e.g. page 2 paragraph 0032 and page 3 paragraph 0034); and 
storing said records in a subscriber classification database (e.g. Figure 1, database 6); wherein 
said originator type code classifies said communications service users according to at least one 
of: nature of use; communications type; geography; business type; and age (e.g. Figure 2). 

Re claim 2, Matsui fiirther discloses receiving a communication from an originating 
communications service user and retrieving an associated record, if said associated record 
contains said vaHdation code, appending said originator type code to said communication (e.g. 
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Figure 3, validating the user account); transmitting said communication to a recipient 
communications service user (e.g. Figure 1, Company a-c) along with said originator type code, 
wherein said originator type code is presented to said recipient communications service user 
before establishing a communication session with said originating communications service user 
(e.g. page 4 paragraphs 0048 and 0050-0051; user data is provided to a company). 

Re claim 3, Matsui further discloses certifying said at least one service provider 
responsible for validating said users of communications services, said certifying comprising 
sharing vahdation information in said records with at least: a service provider associated with an 
originating communications service user; and a service provider associated with a recipient 
communications service user (e.g. page 4 paragraph 0051). 

Re claim 4, Matsui fiirther discloses nature of use classification comprises at least one of: 
consumer use; business use; telemarketing use; and undefined use; wherein assigning said 
undefined use classification to a record associated with a communications service user results in 
suppressing validation of said commmication transmitted by said communications service user 
(e.g. Figure 1, user information database). 

Re claim 5, Matsui further discloses validation code is associated with a routing address 
of said communications service user (e.g. Figure 3). 

Claim 6 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in storage medium form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as 
well to claim 6. 
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Claim 7 list all the same elements of claim 2, but in storage medium form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 2 applies equally as 
well to claim 7. 

Claim 8 list all the same elements of claim 3, but in storage medium form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 3 applies equally as 
well to claim 8. 

Claim 9 list all the same elements of claim 4, but in storage medium form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 4 applies equally as 

well to claim 9. 

Claim 10 list all the same elements of claim 5, but in storage medium form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 5 applies equally as 
well to claim 10. 

Claim 11, Matsui discloses a system for validating users of communications services, 
comprising: an originating communications device in communication with a first service 
provider (e.g. Figure 1, user 3 communicates with ISP 2); a recipient communications device in 
communication with a second service provider, said second service provider in communication 
with said first service provider via a communications network (e.g. Figure 1; company 
communicates to it service provider in order to communicate with the user service provider); and 
a certified communications system executing over said communications network, said certified 
communications system comprising: a subscriber classification database storing records of said 
users of communications devices (e.g. page 4 paragraph 0051), said records storing information 
relating to said communications device users including: legal liability information; an originator 
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type code comprising at least one of: nature of use; communications type; business type; 
geography; and age (e.g. Figure 2); and a validation code assigned to selected originator type 
codes, said validation code operable for facilitating validation of said communications device 
users (e.g. page 2 paragraph 0032 and page 3 paragraph 0034); wherein said certified 
communications system performs: receiving a communication from an originating 
communications device user by said first service provider and retrieving an associated record, if 
said associated record contains said validation code, appending said originator type code to said 
communication; and transmitting said communication to a recipient communications device user 
via said second service provider along with said originator type code (e.g. page 4 paragraph 
0051). 

Re claim 12, Matsui further disclose validation code includes at least one of: a symbol; a 
letter; a word; a picture; and a sound; wherein said validation code indicates that said originating 
communications device user is validated; and wherein further, said originating communications 
device user is accountable for said commimication via said legal liability information (e.g. Figure 
3). 

Re claim 13, Matsui fiirther discloses communications network includes at least one of: a 
point-to-point network; a point-to-multipoint communications network; a public switched 
telephone network; a wireless network; a short messaging system network; a WiFi network; a 
local area network; a wide area network an Internet network; a broadcast network; a radio 
network; and a voice over Internet protocol network (e.g. page 2 paragraph 0030). 

Re claim 14, Matsui fiirther discloses records comprise business rules operable for 
filtering communications transmissions addressed to said recipient communications device user. 
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said filtering based upon at least one of: said originator type code; a user name of said 
originating communications device user; and an exception report; wherein said exception report 
specifies exceptions to said business rules (e.g. Figure 4; page 3 paragraph 0041). 

Re claim 14, Matsui fiirther discloses at least one service provider is certified to validate 
said users of communications devices, wherein certification comprises: maintaining a database of 
certified service providers by a centralized entity, and sharing validation information in said 
records with at least: said service provider associated with said originating communications 
device user, and said service provider associated with said recipient contmiunications device user 
(e.g. page 4 paragraph 0051). 

Re claim 16, Matsui discloses a contmiunication device for validating a sender of a 
communication, said communications device in communication with a service provider via a 
network, said contmiunications device (e.g. Figure 3) comprising: a contmiunication initiated by 
an originating communications device, a means for assigning a purpose to said communication 
(e.g. user communicates with service provider. Figure 3; page 3 paragraphs 0040-0041); and a 
means for conveying a validation status associated with said communication, said validation 
status comprising at least one of: valid; and invalid wherein said validation status is operable for 
assigning accountability to a sender of said communication (e.g. Figure 3, validating the user 
accountability for accessing the system; page 4 paragraph 0046). 

Re claim 17, Matsui fiirther discloses a means for conveying said purpose and said 
validation status to a recipient communications device before establishing a communications 
session between said originating communications device and said recipient communications 
device (e.g. Figure 3; page 4 paragraphs 0048 and 0050-0051). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 18-19 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to apphcant's 
disclosure. 

Hood et al. U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0169836 
Ziskind et al. U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0073343 
Haste, III U.S. Pat. 6,665,389 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Phuoc H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2143 

February 26, 2008 



